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It is only when anything is done which has a tendency to obstruct the
ordinary course of justice or to prejudicc a pendîng trial that the court bas
such surnmary jurisdiction. Shipwort/i's case, L. R. 9 Q. B., per Blackburn,
J., at P. 233; Hunt v. Clashe, 59 L.J.Q. B., 490 and Queen v. Payne,
(1896) 1 Q.B. 577, followed.

Prvinlce of :Britisb C.olumnbia.

SUPREME COURT.

Hunter, C. J.] [Jan. 21.
English Law-Siamp Ac, 1853, s. ï9 (Inp ) flot applicaAke ta British Col/-

umbia -B//s of E-xchange Act'-Lnftitzion of wvas ta rnodzfy and a/ter
as wel as cadi/y the /aw.

A local manager of an incorporated company who, was authorized
only to endorse cheques for deposit with the Bank of British Columbia,
indorsed and cashed at the Bank of .Montreal cheques payable to the com-
pany drawn on that Bank:-

Held, that the Bank of Mlontreal was liable to the Comnpany for the
amnount of the cheques so cashed.

Sec. i9 of the Stamp Act, 1853 (Ir-np.), whîch exonerates bankers from
liability if they pay on what purports to be an atithori2ed indorsement is
inapplicable to British Columbia and hence did flot corne into force by
virtue of the English L.aw Act. Even if it were brought into force it was
annulled by the repugnant legislation of the Bills of Exchange Act
althougI flot mentioned in the repealing schiedule to the Act.

The Canadian Bis of Exchange Act was intended to rnodify and
alter as wehi as to codify the law relating to bills of exchange, cheques and
prornissory notes.

.Sir C H, Z'upper, K,.C., and Griflîn, for plaintiffs. Wilson, K. C.,
and Bloomfield for defendant.

Full Court]. [Jan. 27.

CENTRE STAR MINING CO. v. RossI.AND MINERS' UNION.

Practice-Peadiîng-App cal parita//y .suteess/ul- 'sis.

Appeal from an order or MARTIN, J. In ?n action against a labour
union for damnages in respect of the Rossland strike in) 1901 the union
pleaded that " they were flot a company, corporation, co-partnershilp or
person, and flot capable of being sucd in this or any action."

He/d, a bad plea.
The defendants iii their pleadings also clairned ýhc beinefit of the pro-

visions of the Trade Unions Arnendment Act of 1902, and plainti ifs applied


